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REMARKS 

The abo amendments and these remarks are submitted in reply to the Office 
Action dated Ja. mary 1 9, 2005 . 

Summary of the Examiner's Objections/Rejections 

Claims : -3, 7 arid 12-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schieve, et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,398,333) in view of "Using the 
Windows NT 4.0 Task Manager, How do I close an application that is not responding", 
Indiana Univers ity Press (IUKB). Claims 4-5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Schieve, et al. in view of IUKB. Claims 9-1 1 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable over Schieve, et al. in view of IUKB and 
further in view - »f Schmidt, et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,167,482). 

Summary of tht Applicant's A mendments 

The specification has been amended to correct minor grammatical and 
typographical errors present therein. Claim 1 has been amended. Claims 14-17 have 
been added to define further novel aspects of the present invention. The Applicant 
submits that no new matter has been added by such amendments. 

A pparent allow uice of Claims 6 and 8 

On page 6, paragraph 15 of the instant Office Action, the Examiner formally 
withdrew the pi svious rejection of Claims 6 and 8. Nowhere within the remainder of the 
instant Office Action is there a statement or discussion of a current rejection or objection 
to the aforemeri rioned claims. Thus, moving forward, the Applicant's are working on the 
assumption thai Claims 6 and 8 are now allowable over the art of record. 

Rejection of CI tnns 1-3. 7 and 12-13 

The Api ilicant traverses the rejection of the aforementioned claims for the reasons 
set forth in gret.ter detail below. In order for two or more references to be properly 
combined, ther > must be some teaching, suggestion or motivation present in each of the 
references to fo on a combination. MPEP2143. If a proposed combination or 
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modification wc uld change the principal of operation of the prior art invention being 
modified, or render the modified invention unsatisfactory for its intended purpose, then 
there is no sugg :stion or motivation to make the proposed modification; thereby, making 
the combination improper. MPEP 2143. In the instant application, modifying Schieve, et 
aL by the technique of IUKB would change the principal of operation of Schieve, et al.; 
thereby, making the proposed combination improper. As combining Schieve, et al; and 
IUKB is improf er, the Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection based on such 
combination be withdrawn. 

As unde i stood, Schieve, et al. is directed to a system where a single (e.g. reset) 
button is used to reset the underlying computer system and enter a diagnostics mode 
depending on tt s number of times the reset button is depressed within a given time 
period (see, for example, col. 4, lines 10-15; col. 5, lines 10-15; and col. 5, lines 45-53). 
IUKB is directed to the use of depressing Ctrl-Alt-Delete, which will open a Task 
Window (e.g. Windows NT Security), where the user is able to select one or more of a 
series of operations depending on additional key strokes. Therefore, it takes at least four 
key strokes before any action is commenced- Thus, modifying Schieve, et al. operation 
by the disclosec at least three key stroke method of IUKB alters the operating mode of 
Schieve, et aL t< » the point where Schieve, et al will no longer functional as intended. 
This can be seei i in the outcome of the Ctrl-Alt-Delete process. As clearly describe on 
page one of IU1CB, depressing the three keys will open a task manager window, whereby, 
the user can sel< =ct, via additional keystrokes, a subsequent operation to be performed 
This is in contrast to the teachings of Schieve,, et al. where upon depressing the reset 
button, a diagnostics routine is immediately entered. As the methodology employed in 
Schieve, et al. aiid IUKB are different, and after modifying Schieve, et aL as presented in 
IUKB, Schieve et al no longer works as intended (one button execution) nor for its 
intended purpose (entering a diagnostics after depressing a single button), there is no 
motivation present to combine the references. Accordingly, the Applicant submits that 
the combination of Schieve, et aL and IUKB is improper and should be withdrawn. 

Notwith standing the inappropriateness of combining Schieve, et al. and IUKB, 
the combination does not render the claimed invention obvious. More specifically, Claim 
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1 is directed to a method for entering system firmware recovery mode by performing the 
following steps: 

. .detecting status of at least two software-detectable buttons at power-on . 
of the cc tnputer system. . and 

. .initio ting system firmware recovery mode upon detecting the status of 
the at l&ist two software-detectable buttons- . 

which is not dis closed by the combination of references as cited by the Examiner. 
Consequently, f te combination of Schieve, et al. and IUKB does not render the claimed 
invention obvious. First, Schieve, et al. does not disclose the use of at least two software- 
detectable buttdis to perform the disclosed operations. Thus, Schieve, et al. does not 
detecting the status of at least two software-detectable or distinguish between the normal 
use of the at lea it two buttons and as firmware recovery buttons as recited in Claim 1. 
The Examiner a limits such shortcoming, for example, on page 2, paragraph 3 of the 
instant Office A ction. To overcome such shortcoming, the Examiner adds the teachings 
of IUKB to the teachings of Schieve, et al. and asserts that the combination renders the 
claimed inventi m obvious. The Applicant traverses such grounds of rejection. 

First, as disclosed on page 1 of IUKB and as admitted by the Examiner, for 
example, on pai;e 2, paragraph 3 of the instant office action, depressing the Ctrl-Alt- 
Delete key seqi ence recited in IUKB, results in a task manager window being accessed, 
which depend"! g on the subsequent key strokes performed by the user, results in 
additional operations being performed. Thus, in contrast to the original (and intended> 
operation of Scl lieve, et al. of accessing and executing a diagnostics routine upon 
depressing the i sset button, the modified method results in accessing a task manager 
window- not pt rforming or executing any diagnostics routines. 

Second,, as also admitted by the Examiner, for example, on page 2, paragraph 3 of 
the instant Offi. « Action and throughout the Office Action, before performing any 
subsequent ope rations, the user must make at least one more keystroke or select from a 
number of tabs or links (see, figure 2 of the IUKB provided in the Office Action) before 
any routines (di agnostic or system firmware recovery) are executed. Thus, modifying the 
teachings of Sc liieve, et al. by the teachings of IUKB also does not teach or suggest 
. .initiating sj item firmware recovery mode upon detecting the status of the at least two 
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software-detect: ible buttons. . as at least four keystrokes must be performed before any 
functions are executed. Thus, the Applicants submit that the combined references do not 
render the invei ,tion as defined in Claim 1 obvious. Accordingly, reconsideration of the 
rejection of Claim 1 is respectfully requested. 

Claims ;--3, 7 and 12-13 directly or indirectly depend upon and include the 
limitations of Claim 1 and are submitted to be allowable for the reasons associated with 
Claim 1. Accordingly, reconsideration of the rejection of Claims 1-3, 7 and 12-13 is 
respectfully req nested. 

Rejection of Cluims 4-5 

The inappropriateness of combining Schieve, et aL and IUKB as discussed above 
with respect to « Dlaim 1 is equally applicable to the rejection of Claims 4-5 and is 
incorporated in its entirety herein. Additionally, the Applicant traverses the rejection of 
the aforementio iied claims for the reasons set forth in greater detail below. Claims 4-5 
indirectly depend upon and include the limitations of Claim 1 and are thus allowable at 
least for the res sons set forth above with respect to Claim 1 . Accordingly, 
reconsideration of the rejection of Claims 4-5 is respectfully requested. 

Rejections of Claims 9-11 

The inaj rpropriateness of combining Schieve, et al. and IUKB as discussed above 

with respect to :3aim 1 is equally applicable to the rejection of claims 9-1 1 and is 

incorporated in its entirety herein. Moreover, the Applicant traverses the rejection of the 

aforementionec claims for the reasons set forth in greater detail below. Claims 9-11 

depend upon arid include the limitations of Claim 1 and are allowable at least for the 

reasons set fbrlli above with Tespect to Claim 1. Additionally, adding the teachings of 

Schmidt, et al. io the improperly combined teachings of Schieve, et al* and IUKB, still 

does not overcome the aforementioned shortcomings of Schieve, et al. and IUKB. More 

specifically, like Schieve, et al. Schmidt, et aL does not teach or suggest: 

<s . , .detc cting status of at least two software-detectable buttons at power-on 
of the c mrputer system. and 
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*\ . .distil i.guishing between, normal use of the at least two software- 
detectable buttons and as firmware recovery buttons.. 

In fact, the use or status of at least two software-detectable buttons in maintaining 
accurate unit timing is not disclosed in Schmidt, et al. If the Examiner disagrees with the 
above statement , the Examiner is invited to point out where within Schmidt, et al. such 
teaching can be found in a subsequent, non-final office action- Consequently, combining 
the combined teachings of Schieve, et al. and IUKB with Schmidt, et al. does not render 
the invention as defined in Claims 9-1 1 obvious* Accordingly, reconsideration of the 
rejection of Cla ms 9-1 1 is respectfully requested. 

New Claims 14 17 

Claims i 4-17 have been added to further define novel subject matter that is 

submitted to be allowable over the art of record. More specifically, Claim 14 includes 

limitations directed to: 

. .dete ting a power button and a sleep button being depressed 
simultaneously at power-on. . and 

*\. .initiating system firmware recovery mode in response to the 
depress* d power and sleep buttons. . 

which are not present in the art of record. Accordingly, the Applicant submits 
that the newly presented claims are allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view >f the above amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that 
Claims 1-17 are now in proper condition for allowance and such action is earnestly 
solicited. 

The Cor imissioner is hereby authorized to charge any underpayments or credit 
any over payments to Deposit Account No, 16-1520 for any payment in connection with 
this communicaiioiu including any fees for extension of time, which may be required. 
The Examiner i. i invited to call the undersigned if such action might expedite the 
prosecution of tiiis application. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 





Loren H. McRoss 
Registration No. 40,427 



915 Murphy Ri nch Road 



Milpitas,CA9::035 
PH: (408) 570-1000 
FX: (408) 570*1044 
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